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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
6/4/2009 has been entered. 

2. This action is responsive to communications: application, filed 7/22/2003; 
amendment filed 6/4/2009. Claims 1-18, 23, 25, 26, 29, and 31 are pending in the case. 
Claims 19-22, 24, 27, 28, 30 and 32 are cancelled. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 2/1 0/2009have been 
considered. See attached form PTO-1449. 

Response to Arguments 



4. 



Applicant's argument is moot in view of the new grounds of rejection as follows. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-18, 23, 25, 26, 29, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suzuki (US Patent No. 5972438, dated October 26, 1999), and 
further in view of Ziolo (US Patent No. 4264648, dated April 28, 1981) 

5.1 . As per claim 1 , Suzuki is directed to a method of identifying an object having 
identification information, said identification information being used to verify the identity 
of the object (column 1 line 10-20), said method comprising: 
(a) determining at least one characteristic of a magnetic field of at least a portion of a 
tag, thereby obtaining a first specific magnetic signal (for example, column 7 line 43-60), 
wherein the tag comprises (i) a host material having a disordered plurality of pores on 
the surface thereof, said host material being at least substantially non-magnetic (column 
7 line 60-65 describes a non-magnetic host material, which as shown in Fig. 17(A), 
includes grooves, where the magnetic material is embedded. Also col. 14, lines 38-43 
shows that the coding strip is embedded in the groove, and lines 44-50 shows that the 
coding strip (which included the magnetic material) is disposed adjacent to the bottom 
of the groove), and (ii) a magnetic material positioned within at least some of the 
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disordered plurality of pores after formation of said pores, wherein the specific magnetic 
signal providing identification information for the object represents the disorder of the 
plurality of pores (Fig. 17(A) and associated text (including column 1 1 line 33-36), see 
also column 2 line 14-34. Also Figure 23 and associated text, shows that magnetic 
material is inserted in the slots after the slots are created. Also, Col. 16 lines 1-36 teach 
creation of barcode type patters in the substrate using the magnetic material. A bar 
code generates information signal based on the disordered patterns. Accordingly, 
Suzuki teaches generation of an information signal, using magnetic material, and based 
on the patterns of magnetic material located on grooves made in the surface of a 
substrate. As shown below, it is known in the art to view groves as pores, or use pores 
instead of the grooves), and 

(b) storing signal information relating to said first specific magnetic signal, said stored 
signal information forming the identification information of the object (column 1 line 20- 
31). 



Suzuki teaches a host material having grooves to embed the magnetic material, but 
does not explicitly teach disordered pores to embed the magnetic material. 



Ziolo is directed to a substrate containing disordered pores intended to embed magnetic 
material as shown, for example in col. 4 line 57 to col. 5 line 55. Particularly, col. 5 lines 
9-1 1 teaches a substrate, the surface or pores of which can be covered with magnetic 
material. Also, col. 5 lines 37-44 teach that the pores size is between 10 A to 500 A in 
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average . Therefore, the pore sizes are different, and are averaged. This fits with 
description of disordered pores in Specification paragraphs [0033] and [0034], which 
refers to different pore sizes. Therefore, Ziolo teaches using a plurality of disordered 
pores to embed magnetic material. Note also that per applicant's admission in 
paragraph [0034] methods of fabricating and microstructuring pores were known at the 
time of invention. 

Ziolo and Suzuki are analogous art, as they are both directed to systems which use 
magnetic particles. At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to the one 
skilled in art to use the disordered pores in the non magnetic substrate, as taught by 
Ziolo, as the substrate for Suziki's magnetic cards to embed the magnetic material. The 
motivation to do so, would have been, as pointed out in Ziolo col. 5 lines 45-50, 
benefiting from the practical advantage that the magnetic material is well protected 
against abrasion. 

5.2. As per claim 2, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , wherein the step of 
determining at least one characteristic of said magnetic field of the at least one portion 
of said tag comprises a measurement of said characteristic of the site-specific magnetic 
field over a surface of said portion of the tag, thereby mapping a magnetic fluctuation 
signal (column 31 line 52 to column 32 line 5). 
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5.3. As per claim 3, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , wherein storing signal 
information relating to the first specific magnetic signal comprises storing data 
corresponding to the at least one characteristic of said magnetic field over said portion 
of the tag (column 31 line 52 to column 32 line 5 shows measurement of data recorded 
on the card, therefore, data must have been stored before reading). 

5.4. As per claim 4, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
subsequently determining the at least one characteristic of the magnetic field of said 
portion of the tag, thereby obtaining a second specific magnetic signal, and comparing 
said second specific magnetic signal with the previously stored identification information 
(column 31 line 52 to column 32 line 5 shows that the data read from the card was 
verified to determine if it was altered, therefore, the data must have been compared with 
a stored data) . 

5.5. As per claim 5, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 4, further comprising: 
magnetizing the tag prior to each determination of the at least one characteristic of the 
magnetic field of said portion of the tag (column 1 3 line 50 to 55, where the biasing is 
actually magnetizing the magnetic field). 

5.6. As per claim 6, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
recording information on the tag by magnetizing the magnetic material present in groups 



Application/Control Number: 10/625,235 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2439 

of pores into poled domains, or patterning pores of the tag with magnetic material 
(column 7 line 1 1 to column 8 line 48). 

5.7. As per claims 7 and 8, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
tag is attached to the object to be identified before or after obtaining the first specific 
magnetic signal (Suzuki's magnetic layer (column 1 line 20 to 50) is the identifier and it 
can be attached to any object to identify the object in association with the magnetic 
layer, either before or after the identifying signal is obtained). 

5.8. As per claim 9, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , wherein the tag 
comprises a substrate supporting the host material (Fig. 1 to 3 and associated text). 

5.9. As per claim 10, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 9, wherein the 
substrate comprises material selected from the group consisting of metal, silicon, silica, 
glass, plastic, ceramic and combinations thereof (column 15 line 15 to 25 shows the 
binder, which is part of the substrate can be made from Silica, Silicone or other 
material). 

5.10. As per claim 1 1 , Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , wherein the host 
material is selected from the group consisting of alumina, zeolites, group lll-V materials, 
polymers, silicon oxide, zinc oxide and tin oxide (column 12 line 8 to 15). 



Application/Control Number: 10/625,235 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2439 

5.11. As per claims 1 2 and 1 3, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
host material comprises nanotubes cast within a second host material (per application 
specification, nanotubes are cast in the medium to create a barcode pattern to encode 
data. Suzuki Fig. 6 and associated text is directed to barcodes (item 4a) implemented in 
the medium). 

5.12. As per claim 14, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1, wherein the 
magnetic material is selected from the group consisting of Fe, Ni, Co, their alloys, 
oxides, mixtures and combinations thereof (column 12 line 9-15). 

5.13. As per claim 1 5, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , Ziolo also suggests 
the pore size of 1 to 50 nm (col. 5 lines 37-44 teaches that the pores size is between 10 
A to 500 A. Note that 1 nm is 10 A), but it does not specifically determine the diameter 
of the pores to be 100 nm 500 nm. However, barring any unexpected results, the 
diameter range of 100 nm to 500 nm would have been an obvious choice for a person 
skilled in art trying to implement the invention. This is also because the thickness of the 
coding layer of Suzuki was disclosed to be in the range of 1 micron, which is equivalent 
to 1000 nm (see column 26 line 3). Note that Suzuki's puts perturbations filled with 
magnetic particles within the coding layer, therefore, the perturbations must be much 
smaller than 1000 nm to fit in the coding layer. 
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5.14. As per claim 16, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1, wherein the tag 
further comprises at least one coating layer (see for example column 25 line 25-30). 

5.15. As per claim 1 7, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 1 , wherein said at least 
one characteristic of the magnetic field of the portion of the tag is highly dependent on 
the disorder of the tag (Suzuki's magnetic characteristic is defined by the recording of 
information on the magnetic media, as described in for example column 17 line 10 to 
column 18 line 37). 

5.16. As per claim 18, Suzuki is directed to the method of claim 17, wherein the 
disorder is due to a feature selected from the group consisting of pore size, shape and 
orientation of pores, percentage of pore filling, crystal orientation of magnetic material in 
the tag, and combinations thereof (column 17 line 46 to column 31 line 52 provides 12 
different examples where the disorder (alignment of magnetic particles after recording) 
is dependent on the type and concentration of particles, and orientation of the magnetic 
field, etc). 

5.17. Limitations of claims 23, 25, 29 and 31 are substantially the same as claims 1-18 
above. 

5.18. As per claim 26, the limitation of said coating layer comprises a material which 
has a bulk yield stress greater than 50 MN/m 2 is a design choice for hard material (see 
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applicant's specification paragraph 52). Suzuki teaches a tamper proof identification 
card which inherently requires a hard covering to resist tampering. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farid Homayounmehr whose telephone number is 571 
272 3739. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 hrs Mon-Fri, off Monday 
biweekly. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached on (571) 272-7884. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Farid Homayounmehr/ 
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